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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the communication filed on 14 June 2006. 

2. Claims 1-33 are pending for examination. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1, 7, 14, 21, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

Applicants claimed scanning the computer system by utilizing a stack structure to 
identify the user system settings capable of being transferred within the computer system, 
retrieving and storing the user system settings capable of being transferred, and transferring the 
stored user system settings from the computer system to the storage medium. An example of 
such user system settings are icon font name, font size, window size related to the Microsoft 
window. There is no mention or suggestion by the applicant anywhere in the disclosure of the 
specific structure in which the system is utilize to perform its search/scanning. 
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6. Claims 1, 7, 14, 21, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention, utilizing a stack structure . 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 4/14/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant contends that Atkins differs from the claimed scanning the computer system to 
identify the user system settings that the Atkins query the system directly to determine the 
identity of the operating system. The examiner respectfully submits that the method of Atkins is 
not differs from the claimed invention. 

Specifically, Atkins teaches a method and system for automating migration of user 
system settings from an existing computer system to a replacement computer system in response 
to a user input [Abstract and at block 52 of fig. 2 where the user indicated whether or not setting 
for migration has been selected] wherein the system scanning the computer system to identify the 
user system settings capable of being transferred [col. 3 lines 24-35; first identify the source of 
the operating system which permit the system to retrieve all of the user settings from the various 
files an directory]. 
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Regarding claim 14, Applicants contends that Schmidt utilizes the data table style 
structure to select and determine which files would be migrated. The examiner respectfully 
disagree. 

As disclose in paragraph 3 1 , Schmidt teaches 

[003 1] In accordance with one aspect of the present invention, in order to migrate state 
data from a source platform to a destination platform, a number of operations occur, 
including data gathering, estimating, state identification, state analysis, merging and 
translating. In general, data gathering is directed towards discovering the locations on the 
source platform where the user state is stored . Estimating is directed to determining the 
number of state objects and their size, wherein as described below, a state object 
generally refers to and maintains a specific piece of state, such as a file, a registry setting, 
or other data. State identification is directed to examining the data and organizing it, 
while state analysis includes identifying relationships and dependencies in the state . At 
the destination platform, (described below), merging is directed to consolidating two 
versions of user state into one, i.e., merging the state on the source with any existing state 
on the destination. For example, some user settings may be machine dependent, whereby 
a user changing machines should receive the destination machine's settings in a merge 
operation, not the source machine's settings. However other settings may represent the 
user's personal preferences, for example, whereby those preference settings should be 
migrated from the source to the destination platform. Translating is directed to 
performing conversion on the data from one format to another, e.g., to match a 
destination platform. 

In another word, Schmidt teaches a scanning module, in response to a first user request, for 
scanning the first computer system by utilizing a stack structure to identify the user system 
settings capable of being transferred within the first computer system. 

Further in paragraph 70-71 

[0072] a source data gather module 209 is a module that identifies state on the source 
machine. One or more source data gather modules 209 run on the source platform when 
the application supports opaque temporary stores (i.e., stores that are not altered by end- 
users, as described above with respect to the standard flow path of step 314). This type 
of module also collects characteristics of the state, and often determines if the state 
should be migrated . In other words, source data gather modules 209 comprise modules 
that gather the source state data , and may organize the state data and/or mark it for 
translation. 



[0071] Thus, a source data gather module 209 is responsible for identifying state objects 
that need to be transferred to the destination, identifying state objects that need to be 
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applied on the destination , and examining state objects and marking them with 
characteristics. Note that a destination data gather module 212 is similar to a source data 
gather module except that it is run on the destination platform when the application 202 
supports editable temporary stores (i.e., via the virtual computer flow path). 

In another word, Schmidt teaches scanning the second computer system to identify the user 
system settings within the second computer system that match the user system settings stored in 
the storage module. 

Regarding to Claim 17-20 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of obviousness is 
based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so 
long as it takes into account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the 
applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, as disclose by Goodman et al. the method allows a user to undo an executed 
step of applying the source computing environment to a destination computing platform. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-9, 14, 21-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hunter 
et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,161,176 ("Hunter"). 

10. As per claim 1, Hunter discloses a method for transferring, in response to a user request, 
[col. 3 lines 17-22; col. 12 lines 52-53] user system settings from a computer system to a storage 
medium, the method comprising the steps of: 

(a) scanning the computer system by utilizing a stack structure to identify the user system 
settings capable of being transferred within the computer system [abs; fig. 2; Claim 1; col. 2 
.lines 28-46; from col. 1 line 22 to col. 2 line 25; col. 9 lines 19-30]; 

(b) retrieving and storing the user system settings capable of being transferred [col. 2 
lines 58-63; col. 9 lines 48-60; col. 10 lines 17-32]; and 

(c) transferring the stored user system settings from the computer system to the 
storage medium [col. 2 lines 63-65; col. 1 1 lines 5-14]. 

11. As per claim 2, Hunter further discloses the step of identifying the data files, capable of 
being transferred, in data files of a central hierarchical database within the computer system [col. 
7 lines 4-27]. 
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12. As per claim 3, Hunter further discloses the identifying the settings, capable of being 
transferred, in settings regarding a plurality of application program interface routines within the 
computer system [col. 1 line 60 to col. 2 line 3]. 

13. As per claim 4, Hunter discloses a driving device for recording/reading data from the 
storage medium [32 fig. 1], and the communication of the driving device conforms to USB 
standard or PCMCIA standard [col. 5 line 9]. 

14. As per claim 5, Hunter discloses the storage medium is one selected from the group 
consisting of a soft diskette, an optical disk, a memory stick and a memory card [29 fig. 1]. 

1 5. As per claim 6, Hunter discloses inherently the storage medium conforms to one selected 
from the group consisting of CompactFlash (CF) standard, MultiMediumCard (MMC) standard, 
Secure Digital (SD) standard, SmartMedia (SM) standard, Memory Stick (MS) standard, 
Memory Stick Duo (MSD) standard, and xD-Picture Card (xD-PC) standard [see fig. 1]. 

16. As per claim 7, Hunter discloses a method for transferring, in response to a first user 
request, predetermined user system settings stored in a storage medium to a computer system 
[col. 1 1 lines 15-23], the method comprising the steps of: 
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(a) scanning the computer system by utilizing a stack structure to identify the user system 
settings within the computer system matching the predetermined user system settings [col. 13 
lines 36-53]; and 

(b) replacing the user system settings within the computer system matching the 
predetermined user system settings by the predetermined user system settings stored in the 
storage medium [col. 1 1 lines 24-43; col. 1 1 lines 61-67; Claim 10]. 

17. As per claim 8, Hunter further discloses inherently the step of identifying the settings in 
settings regarding a plurality of application program interface routines within the computer 
system matching the settings of the predetermined user system settings [Fig. 4]. 

1 8. As per claim 9, Hunter further discloses comprises the step of identifying the data files in 
data files of a central hierarchical database within the computer system matching the data files of 
the predetermined user system settings [Fig. 3-Fig. 4; col. 13 lines 41-46]. 

19. As per claim 14, see discussion in claim 1 and 7. 

20. As per claim 21-29, Hunter discloses a method for transferring, in response to a user 
request, user system settings from a computer system to a storage medium. Therefore, Atkins et 
al. teach a computer program product comprising a storage medium having a computer program 
to perform the method. 
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21 . Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipate by Schmidt et aL 
US 20030074386. 

22. As per claim 14, Schmidt et al. disclose a system for transferring user system settings 
from a first computer system to a second computer system [paragraph 0030], the system 
comprising: 

a first scanning module, in response to a first user request, for scanning the first computer 
system by utilizing a stack structure to identify the user system settings capable of being 
transferred within the first computer system [paragraph 0031, 0070-0072]; 

a storage module for retrieving and storing the user system settings, within the first 
computer system, identified by the first scanning module [paragraph 0083]; 

a second scanning module, in response to a second user request, for scanning the second 
computer system to identify the user system settings matching the user system settings stored in 
the storage module [paragraph 0092, 0095, 0099, 0106]; and 

a transferring module for replacing the user system settings stored within the second 
computer system matching the user system settings stored in the storage module by the user 
system settings stored in the storage module [paragraph 0109]. 

23. As per claim 1 5, Schmidt et al. disclose inherently the user system settings, capable of 
being transferred, within the first computer system comprise the data files, capable of being 
transferred, in data files of a central hierarchical database within the first computer system. 
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24. As per claim 16, Schmidt et al. disclose inherently the user system settings, capable of 
being transferred, within the first computer system comprise the settings, capable of be 
transferred, in settings regarding a plurality of application program interface routines within the 
first computer system. 

25. Claims 10-13, 30-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hunter as applied to claim 7, 8, 9 above, and further in view of Goodman et al. US. 
2003/0225927. 

26. As per claim 10, Hunter teaches the step (b), retrieving and storing the user system 
settings within the computer system matching the predetermined user system settings [see 
discussion in claim 1 and 7]; However, Hunter does not teach expressly after step (b), in 
response to a second user request, restoring the replaced user system settings by the retrieved and 
stored user system settings previously within the computer system and matching the 
predetermined user system settings. 

Goodman et al. teach another method and system for immigrating a computing 
environment for a source computing platform to a destination computing platform. Specifically, 
Goodman et al. teach after step (b), in response to a second user request, restoring the replaced 
user system settings by the retrieved and stored user system settings previously within the 
computer system and matching the predetermined user system settings [paragraph 0035]. 

At the time of the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified the method of Hunter with the step of restoring the replaced user 
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system settings in order to protect the integrity of the system in the event the migration process 
was not successful. 

27. As per claim 11, Hunter teaches the computer system comprises a driving 
device for recording/reading data from the storage medium, and the communication of the 
driving device conforms to USB standard or PCMCIA standard [see claim 4]. 

28. As per claim 12, Hunter teaches the storage medium is one selected from the group 
consisting of a soft diskette, an optical disk, a memory stick and a memory card [see claim 5], 

29. As per claim 13, Hunter teaches the storage medium conforms to one selected from the 
group consisting of CompactFlash (CF) standard, MultiMediumCard (MMC) standard, Secure 
Digital (SD) standard, SmartMedia (SM) standard, Memory Stick (MS) standard, Memory Stick 
Duo (MSD) standard, and xD-Picture Card (xD-PC) standard [see claim 6]. 

30. 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schmidt et al. as applied to claim 14, 15, 16 
above, and further in view of Goodman et al. 

31. As per claim 17, Schmidt et al. teach a first and second module for scanning and storing 
the user setting from a source computing platform to a destination platform. However, Schmidt 
et al. do not teach expressly a restoring module for storing the user system settings within the 
second computer system within the second computer system matching the user system settings 
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stored in the storage module, and restoring the replaced user system settings by the stored 
matched user system settings in response to a third user request. 

Goodman et al. teach another method and system for immigrating a computing 
environment for a source computing platform to a destination computing platform. Specifically, 
Goodman et al. teach, in response to a third user request, a restoring module for restoring the 
user system settings within the second computer system matching the user system settings stored 
in the storage module, and restoring the replaced user system settings by the stored matched user 
system settings [paragraph 0035]. 

At the time of the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have modified the method of Schmidt et al. with the step of Claims 17-20 are 
rejected under restoring the replaced user system settings in order to protect the integrity of the 
system in the event the migration process was not successful. 

32. As per claim 1 8, Schmidt et al. teach the storage module is one selected from the group 
consisting of a soft diskette, an optical disk, a memory stick and a memory card [156, 155 fig. 1]. 

33. As per claim 19, Schmidt et al. teach the storage module conforms to one selected from 
the group consisting of CompactFlash (CF) standard, MultiMediumCard (MMC) standard, 
Secure Digital (SD) standard SmartMedia (SM) standard, Memory Stick (MS) standard, Memory 
Stick Duo (MSD) standard, and xD-Picture Card (xD-PC) standard [paragraph 0025]. 
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34. As per claim 20, Schmidt et al. teach the first computer system comprises a first driving 
device, the second computer system comprises a second driving device, the first driving device 
and the second driving device are for recording/reading data from the storage module, and 
communication of the first driving device and communication of the second driving device both 
conform to USB standard or PCMCIA standard [inherent]. 

3 5 . Examiner's note: 

Examiner has cited particular paragraph, columns, and line numbers in the references as 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations 
are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the 
individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from 
the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

36. Prior Art not relied upon: 

Please refer to the references listed in attached PTO-892, which, are not relied upon for 
claim rejection since these references are relevant to the claimed invention. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vincent T. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7210. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas c. Lee can be reached on (57 1)272-3667. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Vincent Tran. 




